Remarks 

B^' virtue of this amervdineRt, ctelms 1 -IS* and 21 -25 are curreiidy pending in 

KgjectioB o f Claims 1 -l 6 and 25 Und er j J U.S.C1101 
In a June 29, 2007 Office Action, Ibe Eixaniiner rejected ckims 1-16 Md 25 
under 35 tISC 1 101, aiicgiftg the claiisris- to be directed to non-statiftory subject 
matter. Speellically, the Examiner argues that the ^eferenee to "ijomputer readaijle 
otedium" may be intcfpFeted to include a earner wave?, wfiieb 

Examiner suggests amending the references to '■cpnijjuter readable storage mediMm," 
Applicants appreciate the Examiner's suggestion and have amended tfee clairnsS 
accordmgly. The pending claims are, therefore, believed to he in condition for 
aliowance. 

Reieciion of Claims 1-25 Under 3 5 U. S.C. S i 02Ca) 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-19 and 21-25 under 35 U.SX- § 102(a) as 
b^ini anticipated by pubiiisksjd United States patent appiseation publication ntimber 
US 2003/0078973 ("Prgjekop et al.'') The applicant respectfnlly traverses the 
rejectjon* 

Pf Kekop et ^1. teach a systein that isyndlFdhizes electronic video/audio recofds 
and cpfresponding electronic trahseripts of the vided/audit') recttfds. Accordingly, 
the transcripts are simply the same informatiGn as the video/audit> records, but in 
different file fbrmatji. In the present iiiyentipn an: "operabie eleetfonic link in at 
!ea!it one of the eleGtronic ttaTsscript files" is provided to "at least one of the 
electronic exhibit files," which are .files containing different irsforroation. In order to 
further clarify this distinction. Independent claims 1,17 and 25 have been amended 
to recite that " said one or more el ectr onic tran^ftrip tfjles are not transcripts ofMld 
one or mor e el ectronic exh ibit Oies."^ Thus, for at least this reason, claims L 17 and 
25 are tun antieipated by Frzeicop et at Claims 2-16, 18-19 and 21-24 depend 
ultimately from elMms 1 or 17 and are beiieved to be allowable for at least the 
reasons set forth herein with respect to claims 1 and 17, 

Genclusion 

Based on the ibregoing, the appUeant respectful ly re<|:uests the Examiner 
vs'ithdraw the pending rejections and allow claims 1-1 9 and 21^25. 

Tn the event any fee is di^e for entry Jiif this replVj ineiuding a fee for an 

extension of time, is not otherwise accounted for, please charge sach fee or credit 

any overpayment to Deposit Account No< 08'-2623, 
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